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that meant little more than that clothiers were adapting their
goods to a changing demand—and there is ample evidence that
the control of the manufacture of cloth had broken down.
Moreover the foreigners made cloth for themselves—because,
as old-fashioned critics alleged, they could no longer depend
upon a high standard in the English product—and undersold
their English rivals. In this they are said to have been much
helped by clothiers and workmen who had gone abroad.1
Among the more popular remedies proposed was the revival
of regulation. A number of bills were introduced into the Long
Parliament for preventing this or that abuse, but it proved
easier to denounce evils than to find cures for them. Among
the ordinances actually passed were those prohibiting the ex-
portation of wool and exempting wool from the excise imposed
on it in 1653. In 1650 there was passed an act for regulating
the making of stuffs in Norfolk and Norwich, which set up a
corporation of master weavers who were to enforce the use of
a common seal, see that worsted yarns maintained a certain
quality and length, and examine all stuffs before they were
sealed.2 On the whole, therefore, the commonwealth and pro-
tectorate did little for the woollen industry except to keep the
peace at home, but even the benefits thus conferred were
neutralized by the war against Spain, which cut off one of the
clothiers* best customers. It was unfortunate for the industry
that the difficulties caused by wars both at home and abroad
came at a time when the old system of national regulation was
breaking down. Actually, with the gild system outgrown, there
was no efficient machinery available to enforce a high standard
of craftsmanship.
The length of the foregoing treatment of the textile industry
can be justified on two grounds: that this industry was easily
the most important of the time, and that it was the most
advanced in business technique. But, on these very accounts,
, it cannot be accepted as typical of industry in general. More-
over it was by no means the only industry to merit considera-
tion.' In the aggregate there were signs (somewhat obscured,
it is true, by the political and religious ferment agitating
England) that foreshadowed, sometimes faintly and sometimes
distinctly, the beginning of a new era in the economic history
1	State Papers, Domestic, 1650 (1876), pp. 121-2, 178-81.
2	Acts and Ordinances, ii. 451-5; cf. ibid., pp. 775-80.

